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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (C) NO 252 OF 2004

SUBHAS DATTA Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

UNION OF | NDI A Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Date: 12/08/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K. SABHARWAL

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE G P. MATHUR

For Appell ant(s) I n- person

For Respondent (s) M. Amarjit Singh, ASG
M. Mohan Parasaran, ASG
M. S.WA Qadri, Adv.

M. V.K Vernm, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

The concern in this wit petition is about the

protection of t



he

anti que and ot her obj ects of hi stori cal i mportance of t he cou
ntry. The
_ petitioner has referred to various i nstances highlighting the m
anner in
whi ch the antiques and the said objects have di sappear ed. The petitioner
seeks a conprehensive technically feasi bl e security arr angenent f
or t he
protection of all historical objects preserved at different centres/places in
the country and for engaging a special protection force,
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I'ike, Bor der Security Force, Central I ndustri al Security force, Rai | way
Protection For ce, etc., for saf eguar di ng t he sai d obj ects and pr oper

investigation into the incidents of theft and damage. One of the directions

sought for by t he petitioner is for maki ng of an i nventory of al | th
e
hi st ori cal obj ect s and keepi ng it at a designated centr al | ocation for th
e

pur pose of better control and verification
Al ong with t he count er af fidavit, t he respondent-Mni stry of
Culture has filed general recommendations, guidelines and procedure for
museum  security. Specific recomendat i ons of m nimum  security
measures for the nuseum under the control of the Mnistry of Culture for
the year 2005-2006 have already been placed on record. But what has not
been pl aced on record is t he i mpl ement ati on of ei ther t he gener a
recommendat i ons and gui del i nes or t he specific recommendat i ons. e,
therefore, direct that the Mnistry shall file a better and detailed affidavit
pl aci ng on record about the inplenentation of the recomendati ons and
the result, if any, achieved on the inplenmentation of the recomendati ons,
if the sane are part of it, which have been recomended
Apart fromthe directions sought for engaging or making of a
speci al protection force, as not ed above, it has been submitted by t he
petitioner that physical verification should be conducted periodically by an
outside reputed agency as in his viewthe verification done by the inside

agency has not been nmuch fruitful. The danger of verification by an inside



agency is to pr ot ect t hensel ves or their col | eagues. Thi s suggesti on
requires to be seriously considered by the Mnistry and it’s view point be
filed in the affidavit. The Mnistry would al so consi der t he aspect of

giving specialised
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training in respect of security to those on whomlies the responsibility of
securing these objects. The affidavit shall be filed within six weeks.

List the petition after eight weeks.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Prem Prakash ]
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